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Art Unit: 1797 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year 
prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-5, 10, 13, 19, and 20 and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by EP 1 ,106,578 A to Malsy et al. 

With respect to claim 1 , as best understood, Malsy et al discloses a filter device 
(see FIG. 4) for purification and at least partial dealkalization of raw water including: a 
raw water inlet 1 5 and a pure water outlet 1 2 (see FIG. 3), a filter line 26 having one 
flow channel segment 26 and a first filtration segment 59, and a blending line 25 having 
an adjustable distribution valve 27 and a second filtration segment 57, the filter line 26 
and blending line 25 being connected to the raw water inlet 15 by a separation device 
27 and the filter line A and blending line B being connected to a pure water outlet by a 
connection device 19, both filtration segments being arranged in an inner container 30", 
the filter device having flow characteristics as functionally recited in the claim since the 
filter has the same structure as recited in the claim. 

Concerning claims 2-5, 21 , and 22, the filter device disclosed by Malsy et al is 
capable of functioning as recited the claims since it has the same structure as recited in 
the instant claims. 

Regarding claim 10, Malsy et al disclose a first filter chamber 59 (see FIG. 4)) in 
which a second filter chamber 57 is arranged, each filter chamber being connected with 
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a partial flow flowing in from above and below, a common collection chamber (e.g., 
connected to the lower end of flow tube 61 ). 

As to claim 13, Malsy et al disclose both filter chambers 59, 57 as extending up 
from the collection chamber with the first filter chamber 59 surrounding the second filter 
chamber in annular form. 

Regarding claim 19, as best understood, Malsy et al disclose the first filter 
chamber as being filled with an ion exchanger resin. 

Concerning claim 20, as best understood, Malsy et al disclose the second filter 
chamber 57 as being filled with activated carbon. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Malsy et 
al in view of Reid. 

As best understood, Malsy et al fail to specify a filter block having a porosity of 
.1-100 micron. Reid discloses that activated carbon filter blocks having a pore size 
within the recited range and teaches that such a filter is effective in removing 
contaminants including volatile organic contaminants, chemicals, parasites, sediment, 
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biocide, and killed microorganisms and pathogens (see lines 59-63 of col. 3). It would 
have been obvious to have modified the device disclosed by Malsy et al so as to have 
included a filter block as suggested by Reid in order to provide a filter capable of 
removing contaminants including including volatile organic contaminants, chemicals, 
parasites, sediment, biocide, and killed microorganisms and pathogens from the water. 

Applicant's arguments filed 1-28-08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that claims 6, 12, and 14 are readable on the elected species, 
species 1 shown in FIG. 7. This is not persuasive since the elected species does not 
include granular filter material (claim 6), does not have filter material in the collection 
chamber 57 or pure water outlet 5 (claim 12), and does not include an annular drainage 
plate 71 (claim 14). 

Applicant's argument that EP '578 to Malsy cannot be used against the instant 
application is not understood since the reference was published over a year prior to 
applicant's foreign priority date. Accordingly, the reference qualifies as prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b). 

Applicant argues that Malsy cannot anticipate claim 1 since the reference fails to 
disclose the recited flow conditions, however, the rejection is maintained since the 
apparatus of Malsy includes an adjustable valve for controlling the flow through the 
blending line 8 and is therefor capable of functioning as recited in the claim. 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew O. Savage whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1 146. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:00am-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Duane Smith can be reached on (571) 272-1 166. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Matthew O Savage/ 
Primary Examiner 
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